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I'lr^ '^ohn H. Davis 

20,.^, ,10 "St., 

■"'ew York, N.Y. 1u003 

Dear I'lr. Davis, 

I'll be answerinjj your 7/l1 as I'm able to, probably over a period of days, 
mostly from th^- top. IIo\;over, L/ant to note that some of this seems to represent 
preconceptions and vrLshful thinkLnk, which is q.uitc dangerous in tliis field if 
one wants to avoid any irrespmnsibility c*f suggestion of it. Particularly your 
questions 5-7. Some of this is mere assumption, some is not really accurate, etc. 

My recollections of all the detail in ■*^ost I'lortom can t now be depended upon 
and I won't be able to review what you refer to. ^ ' 

Page 1 , graf 2* Evelyn Lincoln v/lien at the Arcliives was not working for the 
Keimedys but for the Archives, which controls the IHIC library, iit thotime the 
letter agreement was drafted, not by anyone representing the family but by bureaucrats 
in Justice, Burke l-iarsloall had not bee made counsel to the executors of the estate and 
t^7e earlier drafts, ^fliich I have, have a blank for the name. 

With specific refer nee to the footloci;er tlmt sup-posedly hold these things, 
tiarion -^ohnson told me he and those he took ^jith him {^t tiiat footlocker from the PHI. 
■■•his was in connections v/ith the unknotted tie knot, he said that until I got the 
cqrt order for the talcLiog of pictures he'd notjt looked either into the locker or 
at the clothing, I'm not novr certain which. I'm sure that Bobby didn t Itnknot the tie 
and I have no reasoniito belie^t'o that he removed what is missing. I 2on't knovj whether 
he ordered anythi^ destroyed and J have no reason to believe ho liad any reason for 
wanting anything destroyed. Others, perhaps. And if you look for motive, who had a 
better one tlian the PHI? If you are familiar enough viith the "investigation," tlmt is. 

It lias been so long since I got those records I don^t know now when it was dscovered 
that anytbing was missing, or by vjhom. Prom the reconds I have, the idea of making 
the donation was not Robert s, not Marshall's, and was the BJ's, tliis does not mean 
either tha^" -^bby kne’w o4 didn't know. 

> , . 

I've not read tlie HBCA's stuff and don^t intend to, Vlhat J know of their vrark 
invalidates use of , "thoroughly" if applied to anything other than futile effort to 
Validate -Bie official mythology and denigrate critics. As searchers they'd not have 
been ^ble to find pubic hq^ in an overused and undercleaned wiiorehouse - at rush hour, 

I don t know what, if any, bfisis'they had for the conclusion you quote. It might be 
corveSt, I don^t knov/, but so far as I am concerned that it is their conclusion does 
not make it correct or even credible. And I can't think of any motive Hob^ woyld have 
had for destruction. I can see liow he might have bee persuaded that deceny required 
m^i.ng any body tissue unavailable for any sensational misuses. ^ 

Q 1 My footnote, most of wJ;ich you do not refev to , does not question, as you say, the 
amthenticity of that letter, Hy main JmintA are stated clearly, that it wasn't likely 
ihat ■&bby vnrote the letter and that it is extraordinary, for file copies, for there 
to be no indication of wlio did, to whom copies were directed, where to be filed and 
where filed, etc. I've seend hundreds of thousands of such records and some of what 
is normal I indicate)! in tMs graf above. Vons is present. As of now, although I do not 
say bobby didngt sign it,.^ know of countless cases where such flitters were machine- 
signed, whether or not seen by the alleged signatory. It is strange for normal practise 
not to have been followed. 

The one who drafted the letjbter need not be, as you suggest and I don t and didnH, 
a conspirator and I've never alleged any conspiracy. Tne bureaucracy has its own ways, 
including what they consider taking loads off the bigshots. I think there was a de 
facto combination tq suppress and withhold infomation not consistent vj^h the official 
1-inp but tliat doesn t mean I can say anything about thii person who, bee auso of the 
departure from norm-'with this letter, cannot be identified. If Remember correctly. 
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some of his own DJ prople tried(to^ tail: ■‘^obby , into approvine the Uarronj^port 
in advance- before it was written. That doesn t mean that ihey were conspirators any 
more than it means he either aereed or disagreed iri.tli the feport then. 

^ny number of people could have drafted the letter, from those in his office 
to others elsewhere in the department, soma of the divisions that were involved, 

of Legal Oonncil, those who drafted the letter agreement, even I'larshall if 
he'd been selected by then, or a predecessor. * 

02. The Oommission was infomed the autopsy doctors and by their testimony, which 
as I recall is explicit* t also was iiiformed by the receipts 1 publis^^J^iich I got 
from the Commission's files in the tochives .l/hat was reiMved for study is detailed 
by the doctors and Besides, don't you reali,se that all ti^oss lai/yers included at least 
some who know what is done on an autopsy? ^rom Warren, former local prosecutor, down. 
Specter liad been ^ assiatant DA. and this wa ^ his'^/fea. Adams had been CO? of New York 
ity. Etcatcetc. i^o, v/hether or not there was any formal notification, none being 
necessary, the Cokmission was well aware of the eidstence and availability of tliis gThw-r 
stuff and iust didn^t v/ant it. Specter tried to cpver Ms own ass by recommending 

that the ^’ays be examined and he later said that Tom fteHey showed him at least one 

of the autopsy pictures. Tne Commission asked for nothing because it wanted to avoid 
what did not support wliat it began with the determination to decide and conclude. 

And proper examination of the entire autopsy valorized the Report. 

^omatimes when we seek to validate and reach a predetermined conclusion we both 
comp:jCate too much and simplify too much and bypass too much. For exampje it is beyond 

Question that the autopsy fi^ was not JliC's property and was the property of the 

A/avy. ft is also beyond (luestion that the Navy way required to preatn-ve all of that 
intact for a stated nuiab-.:r of years, ^ now believe 50. Yet the Navy and all the other 
fiederal bodies involved ignored all of tMs and the DJ, wMch drafted tl.at agreement 
^on.i-ts QTOi, also knew the law. Yet they Md the film of the autopsy illegally and 
then drafted ^ illegal agreeLient ot ^lidate their law violation. Any reason to 
believe tliat Lobby knew or ordered? No, of course not. 

I don't know what of the autopsy film the Commission actually saw. I published 
some pages from execttive sessions in WMtewash IV indicating that they had all of 
the film, ifay^ all the pictures, I'm not now sure in recollection. Rankin said it. 

^ou haven't really read Post I4ortem when you asic who controlled Comiaission access, ^^o- 
body did and the exact opposite is true; Bobby s.Lid they could have af/ytbing they 
wanted, Jjpeotar repeated tMs in a self— servxng letter, to cover Ms own ass. I don't 
know whether the commission kne\; anytMng aboift chest cavity photos, or the brain that 
then assuredly -i^s npt missing.TMy just dicing want it and you cai^ t ba^e that on 
Lobby. Mlio'it h .ppens I didnlt like, ” l 

04. ^ the beat of my knowledge the FBI never saw any of these materials. Tknow it 
didn^^ even want the autopsy reports and once refused copies. Too much for 'the FBI to 
have to work around, too .much to cover up in its ovm files. i'Ol the records I've seen 
refleMf tids and there is no mention of even casual interest in any of the materials. 
I^ione ^ examining, 

U5. How can you possibly justify saying that {5obby was undoubtedly made aware of the 
existence of what you enumerate by Berkley? As ax lawyer, wMch he was, one might 
assuTiie that by Ms legal traiiiing and experiences he should have known tliaf they 
should eMst, but how can you day that without q.uestion Berkley made b-im aware? 

Even that Berkley thought he should? He iaiew Bobby wa.s AG and he knew what the DJ 
usually does and he migiit well have assui.ied that Lobby had been informed but I don't 
have reason to believe he even thougiit of tMs. Why should he have thought to tell the 
Commission how it should conseive and do its job? “o record indicates he did. On the 
storage, it is not as simple as you say. For example, there v;es a period of time, up 
to toward the end of_JjJ^^that some of tMs v;as not in the hands of the Secret 
J m 
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Service ^d^self but was iu a safe in the office of the jiscistant Secretary of the 
Treasury responsible for the Secret Service, then David hcheson, later US attorney 
for the District of Uolunbia. ^dLck \/halen- (The i’oundin^; Father) told ne this and 
tTiat iie had delayed too long accepting hclieson' s invitation for hiia to see it. Me 
was then working on a p^ce for the old Sat. Evening Post. Maybe he told me tov/ard 
the end of 1966. Dast I knew he waS at the Center for Strategic ^t^^es and Jiving 
on the Bay, maybe -^eal. My recollection is clear tliat Dick aaid at least the X;^rays, 

ip6. ^u persist in ignoring wiio and what Evelyn Miacoln then was. She was working 
for the ArcMves, not any i>^nnedy, on the coming ^.brary. the proper channel for 
transferring to the krcliiveo^'^ibrary was Evelyn Lincoln. I don't Icnov; tliat the idea vias 
^obb)?Sfe but assuming tliat it was, he liad not been asked for it by any official 
investigation and ho waj having it p^ced where he or somotbhe suggested to him 
he thouglit it s/iould be ultimately. Do you know of any req.uest by any investigation 
for any access? What else whould Mve ben done with it? 

W,7. I've already said tliat I agree with none of thin and 1 know o^ no reasonable 
reason to believe that ho wanted any of tiiis destroyed. If ho had, there would not liave 
been any such records as exist. lake so much that wa embasrassing to the FBI, it 
wiuld just have disappeared idthout any record, trace or explanation. If you knew the 
subject ydu'd laiow this. It extends even to ballistocs-related dpecimens, no^ of 
the remaining specimens Liatching their official descriptions. 

v^d. Cood ciJtestion;^. 1/liy don t you ask them? Marion '^ohnson, for example, ibid he is a 
laviyer. I thinlc they should~nave notified Marshall and DJ imneiJiately. Gan you think 
of any reason consistent with meeting thoir responsibilities tljat prevented them or 
put it the other way, should they not have if they intended to meet their obligations? 

I'ou say you believe tliat ^obby wa:i as concei-ned about the possibility of a con-j 
spiracy as the government, gov. in quotes. The governiaent, at least officially, had no 
such concern and all elements and levels have always denied there was one. 

^ou offer opinions on the source of several of the wounds. Tou raake no mention 
of tliat in Jl'K' s anterior neck. 

I ara familiar with Howard Donahue's totally untenable theory. Eicisting yohotos 
show it to be entirely impossible. T^is illustrates how e .syd^is to persuade your- 
self if you don't have eno.ugli information and let your imagination go. 

lou ask how many pages I got from the FBI and when I got them. The FBi's last 
estimate of wiiich I'm aware is about 250,000 an;! there may be more. In volume I began 
getting them in my 1975 ^ing assassination suit, boginiiing in 1976, their estimate 
about 60,000 of tliis total. I got most of the JFK assassination records beginning 
with about 90,000 in January 1977. 

Can't boast of our weather this season when it has been neair or above 100 for 
so many mosily humid days. 

If you liave any q.uestion3 or want to discuss any of this I'm usually home from 
my early morning plii'sical therapy by 10— 10s50. Most days I'm home the rest o± the day 
and I'm never avJay for long because I can't drive for long enou^ periods. 




Harol.d Weisberg 




